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, Coug. *>on Edwards 

2138 iU^bum House Office iildg. 

Houao of Kepreaontatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-b2l6 

Jear bon, 

I apprticiate your letter of th«^ 2d and the enclosures, Especially Koschella's 
propaivjd stateuent. and I loolc forward to reading Hosty's testimony because I*m sure 
he was not trutliful and may liave practioud a bit more perjury in it, 

I do not proaune that you would wont it, but if you want mu to read any of the 
testimony about which I have icnowledge for trutlifulnesa 1*11 be glad to. 

On the first page, without being quite as sj)ecific fo 1*11 be, ilocholla says 
they cannot disclose **degoratory iim'ormation about individuals wiio hiiVe not been con- 
victed or even indicted...” xhey*ve never stopped doing that about mo and Mouchella^ 
not only continues doing it but is donrenponsivo when I ask hiLi abou^ it. ... V • 

Nino months ago he sent me derrogatory records about me in two batches, kt least 
one of tliose two was in resix)ns« to a third-party request. I was not tlie subject of the 
Fbl*s investigatory interest. I imneoiatoly filed a request seeking only to leum the 
identity of the; reqi^ester. Tlio next month , last July, I was notified that the request 
was being researched. I*vo gotten nothing since and no responses wlien J wrote him. all 
the information required was in his office and reQulreci no segrc.h at all # 

My requests for information about myself began 15 years ago, have been rendwed 
often enough, which is also true of the ignored appeals, and tlie information about me 
disclosed last year to this third party was not only not provided - the FBI denied it 
existed when I wrote and asked, having a suspicion tluit I miglit appear in that file. 

The other batch included records relating to the l^iayne-Silver Shirts I believe I 
mentioned to you. This is clearly within my ancient requeest, a number of times over the 
yecLTS I reminded the FBI and the Department about it and the absence of any relevant 
records din what was provided, appealed the withholding. Not only aro those tliat 
were provided last year obvioucly. incomplete, radically incomplete, they refer to others 
that remain withheld, '-^‘liis appAwta to both and the Washington field office. I wrote 
i^oschella about this nine months ago. be has not replied and I*ve not received another 
page. Instead he wrote what is an obvious lie, tliat no records indexed to me remain 
withheld, aside from wliat remains withheld in that matter, I*ve provided the FBI with 
copieu of its own records that quite specififially identifiy other records relating to 
me that remain withheld. I attached copies of these FBI records to my apjxjala and the 
appeals remain ignored. Instetid defamatory and fiilse records were distributed. 

On oage 2 of liis statement .luschella stiya tli/it "at least Jthree analysts have been 
working on a full-time basis since 1982 on a UieJ re^i^uest for FJI records pertaining to 
the assassination of President iCennedy.” as Jim jLesar ana perhaps Bhea, if he re- 

calls, will confirm, not long after tlie 1974 amendiments I requested ^ such records. 
Obviously, if my requet had been met, there would not be anybody still working on any 
of those re^:ODrds. Instead of complying with my requfft the FBI pretended compliance with 
it with its "general Releases** of late 1977 and eftrly 1978. It limited those disclosures 
to some of the files and then limited them further to tliose of FBIH«q only, on the fiction 
that has been quite costly to the government^ that all pertinent information is in HvV files. 

II* the years of work tliat lioschella refers to includes any records of tlie New 

Orleans and Dallas offices, I filed suit for all of them when my requests \/ere not complied 
with in 1978. They then swore repeatedly that all per;tiiient records had been disclosed, -^his 
mas and was known to the FBI to be false. Jim Lesar ^^dled that litigation and the 
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Fiil and Department behaved very badlji in it - even seeking sanctions against Take 

my use .of the ;/ord literally, there was redundant ijerjury in it by the FBI. In using 
thu‘ word I aia not including false swearing where the FBI affiant could defend himself 
by claiming a lack of personal knowledge. The attestations could not have been more 
rwlavan». /rr) « f* ‘ V 



Ijoreover, as I t}iink <^uin Bhea will recall and Jim and I both have records on, the 
FBI agreed to provide me with copies of JFK assassination records disclosed to anyone 
else. It not only hasn't - I had no knowledge until reavling this statement that they 
were still processing JFK assassination records. 

I think v^uin will recall it because ho arranged it,, my inclusive request not liav- 
ing beon complied witli, for one reason. 

Jim may remember, still addressing tliis business of tliree analysts worldLng 
continuously for eight years on JFK assassination records, that an 1"BI FOIA agent 
whose name I recall as Howard testified in my *"ing assassinations oase that ^iia also 
handled that they had then processed all those records three times . On cross examina- 
tion ‘‘im aaked hiia why thi.*y had not been diaclaoed to mo and got no answer. U2b have 
those transcripts. The case is C.a.75-199<i. I say "is” becquse it is still before the 
courts, on the question of counsel fees. They are litigating and spending more >?nney in 
litigating that complyiik; with the court's decision would have cost. 

experience is tliat the FBI and the *^epartment have always had a policy of 
running up costs deliberately, to have the kinds of statiitics Ibschella dumped on you. 
There is another aspect of this to which I'll return. 

lloBChella said ^pago 'i) tliat the reciuester ^iaks little or nothing by filing the 
suit, as a losing plaintiff is not rev^uired to pay the (xovemnent's costs to defend even 
the most frivolous of claims." I'his is not literally true and X believe tliey have gone 
after reciuesters under Hule 1 1 • 



Not one of ciy cases oiight have gone to court. The FBI forced this litigation in 
every instance. Not one was a dry well, either. The coats of litigating against the govern- 
ment to the average private citizen are prohibitive and eicperirmce soon teaches the lawyers 
who tell their clients, I'm sure, how much more expensive the government can make it. There 
was no nit too to peik with me. Jin and I often spent costly months seeking non- 

exempt records about whicK the government rogula±ly sought to mislead the courts and with- 
out my loiow ledge would have succeeded in misleading courts. relates mostly to 

the FBI <uid to lioschella's office. 

Tiike the King oase again as an illustration. We had a number of eitatus calli* over 
a period of months in which they stonewalled and frustrated the judge, makin,; her more 
anxious to wipe the case out^^only two of a number of such matters. One was a to. 

1 H 11 ^e was killod and tlie other was an inventory of records that included 

records relating to tJne King assassinatitom held by the field offices I 

"idttle or no cost" to a writer who has no regular income? To a college professor^ 



Tliey* ve got a money judgement against me I'^e been daring them for years to come out 
to a Aiaryland court and try to collect because there was no procetxiing on it ^it was before 
a judge they knew they had in their pocket) and to get it from a ilaryland court, after a 
trial or hearing# They don't dare. The got it by perjury* 



iloachella again tolvl you their canard tliat under Open ameidca they ^cess first-1^ 
in-first-put. Jiost .j^f my requests i^ere ignored. But recently they've disclosed some records 
relatilng^o^M^'tlosenko. lly Nosneko requests are at least a dozen years old and those 
records wei4 not discldoed. it was many, many yoarji before they gave me any Nosenko records 
and t^6|K what they gave me was limited to the retmest of another tliey decided to conply 
with. (It is my hallef that they exiiected the kind of use they Wioited, knowing where he was 
coming from, but he died and did nothing with those records.) I can't re^mtor liow many 
appeals I filed but there were a numbOT I have a ^ separate file and they were ignored. 



fhe^ hMK t^^rcc'SJef IJeJiuvriO 
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On iMigo 3 oven lioschalla says that his component do«}8 its own searches on requests 
"about thenselvos, thus eliminating the delay" where others would have to search. Yet he 
hasn't sent me the rquesta I refer to above tliat include derrogatory records about me 
after nlJio months and aU the iid’ornmatton, maybe as little as a single page, is In liis 
own office. They have not donfe^'Sfii'viith me and I'vo given them the identif ioations , as 
I say above, of tho files In which they have records they still witldiold. 

In the discloijures to this third party that includes those records on me it is clear 
that some of what relates to me was picked up on phone taps. In C. a. 75-1996 they were to 
have disclosed all records of any electronic aurveillahces that included no. They told 
that court there were none. Last year they let mo have these redordo that they Ued about. 
There are other such records they have disclosed to others of which I have copies that they 
have not disclosed to me and about which they lied to tliat court. I'vo told thorn this and 
iioschella all the same write to me that there are no records indexed to me they have not 
given mef . 

iiLouses of tho act for FBI political i-easons is a major factor in its costs under 
FOIA. They first force litigation and that means much cost for all parties, as they forced 
all my litigation, the iltemative being I'd got nothing at aU. The record is clear on 
this in the aonate's 1977 heariiigs. There were some 25 of my requests that Imd been ig- 
nored and Iioschella' a predecessor, l‘»cCreight, refused to say that they'd process those 
requests, '^’o this day they haven’t, altliough some of t o requested Information was much 
later disclosed when it was incidental to other requests. 

When the subject matter of a request is sensitive to the iTC, as JFK and King assassi- 
nation records assuredly are, they stonewall both requests and litigation. Those files hold 
what is seriously embarrassing to tho FBI. Ultimately I got more than a little tluit can be 
■add some of has boon. Wot by any means all. 'Jliia stonewalling results in greatly 

magnified costs for all parties. Tfee more tliey can stonewall the more they can delay and 
there is tili/ays tlWJ chance of getting away witli suppression. 

Shea's statement does not address such requests. Jor does what he sai^ about 
Tom Bresson relate to Tom Bresson's record in my litigation, as I'm sure Jim Lesar will 



recall. 

Tho ease over which tho invostigatory files exemption was amended in 1974 was my 
suit for tho results of the scientific testing in tho JFK assassination investigation. 

The FBI had hidden from the Warren Commission "ho fact tliat it had d one so me neutron 
activation analyses, so my request did not include it. after they got wl away with murder 
in tliat case, wliich Included overt lying to Judge Sirica by the Assist- Jit United States 
Attorney and u false affidavit by a Laboratory agent, Jim roiiled it for mo as 
first case under the amendeejAct. I rewrote the reiiuest to include tho results ol the U^. 
Tho F’BI then provided no Naa records. Instead, when we made an issue of it, Bresson told 
that court that 1 had withdrawn that part of tlie reciueut. Does it make sesae, aside from 
itu being absolutely false, that I verbally withdrew what 1 amended tho request to ^iclude? 
flMouethal.isn, some of the rcords 1 got are pretty liairy. -uike, as you may remimter from 
your own days in the FBI, spectrographlc analysis disclosed only two chemical elements in 
a bullet, the so-aaied "missed" bullet in that crime. «uui then the F’BI told that court 
that tho thin plate, hardly thicker than a ?iece of photographic film, wait discai'ded to 
save file space !^It stalled providing any WaA material until tho vei-y end and then gave 
me a mishmash of adding-machine tapes it would never put together so they could used 
in a sonaible way. U tldnk, lx>w..ver, that what I ^t I’rou Jhe 
tlat the paraffin tests prove that Oswald had not fired a rifle.) — _ 

I write this in haste in thtj UPP® sfueful to you. If there is any way in 

which I crui help, please let me know. I hcive all the records, every paper filed by both 
sides in all my liti^tiou and two file <1^ .cabinets of documented appeals. 
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I am rHiioindea of one 7J1 record tliat you nay have soue clean, lugltinato fun vith* 

• Jin will remember it and i^erlia^Js can find it easJier trian !• Pdl can provide it, of 
course, and probably rtslated records I did not get. 

^ho IIMuse Select ^onnittee On ikssasaiiiations was dup3J.cating much of ny work* Hot 
eaactly as I did it but tlioy wanted what I’d been uuing for. i’he I'BI actually decided and 
actually put on paper tliat they would stonewall the Congress to tlie degree it could and 
if necessary, would restrict th'^ Congress to soae of whcit it had already disclosed to me! 

^nor bright! -hey actually did put tliis on paper. Ue used it in court in the 
king case. 

Unless ny nenory f.*.ils, drosson then was in cluirgo of 

JhtiU the; do]/t X: oonuiono or liia writing their coats uount with their effort 

to circunvtmt or frustrate the law - and liin and liia writing. 1 tliink moni \/ith someone 
liKo mo \/h 0 i :6 work tJiey cannot fault on accuracy. Vhtiir record in ray litigation boars 
tills out. 

t'heir records on wliat they liavu moiio for writers tlie:' liki-*, particularly known 
.sycophants sliow th.j l‘.*ngths to which they go involvin.; costs to the taxpiiyors and pres- 
sure on others to help thc4a. giyi^W then all th^^y need for bool:;, and articles and 

gettin.; tlien free liotel rooms. A* ^ if'rC . 

\di0ii iiOiichella speaks of costs, the^dion’t SxXjnt much but tliey did uiie some tax 
money to proi 3 €U*c four lawyers to opjiose ue oii a i'V talk sliow on .;hich they thought I*d 
criticiae tliem. 

They s;)end money to i»op files on writers. They hide them in ”94. itesearch liatters.” 
Then they refuse to disclose 94 records on the aixirious ground tliat "research” is not 
pertinent to th*.‘ reiiUests .Field office 80 files are sped the sane way. 

I refer above to the costs of sooidjig to avoid enbarrassnont to the duroau ^ hy 
withholding non-exempt JllC assassination records and in tlie first p<iragraph on the* first 
page to perjury by ilosty. I was not referring to Hosty*s testimony before your snbeommittee , 
which I* Vo not yet finished reading but to Jiis Warren Commission testimony. Tlie embarrassing 
records I referred to are tliose I have, ana tliere ore i;iany. There are many other areas of 
potential embarrassment to the Bureau tliat are stated in the enclosed copy of an 
tickler. \,1 copied this with paperclips added to call my attention to tliose itt-*ns.) 

Tills particular tickler appetirs to be for damage control. It had no other identi- 
fication .\|ttien it was disclosed in a case in which all records originAtii^ith the Congress 
were not to be disclosed. To the best of my knowledge there lias never been any public use 
of this document. Virtually none of what is referred to has be»in disclosed and where there 
was comp<;lled diiiClosure^ like the Ilosty matter, i/liich I*ve marked on tlie first, second and 
four pages in blue for you, soue has not, to the best of my recollectionaj been disclosed, 
such as the fact tliat thv; "destruction” was "hanoled” by ilw^ on bunday, November 24, 1965# 
tlie "effect” this destruction had "in Gubseti.uont days” and tlie "implications. "Tliis does 
not appear to be consistent wixh Josty's repr*-*3entations to you, tliat it was a mutter of 
no consequence. 

I coll this Uosty bui^iness to your attentioii not because believe it is wliat you 
are now going into but to indicate lack of FBI forthrightness with the Congress. I believe 
tliat mucli of its i‘X)Ia costs 'Einx are attributable not to the Act but to its misuses of the 
ACt for such things as seeking to avj^fd being embarrassed. 

I liope I have not wasted your time in trying to inform you without knowing where 
your present hearings are going. I do hope they go well and that your trust is not imposed 
upon, again, aixilogies for typing that Ciin*t be any better. 

Best wishes, , / j 

Harold \/eisberg > - ^ 












